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Rhodium Indenyl NHC and Fluorenyl-Tethered NHC Half-
Sandwich Complexes: Synthesis, Structures and
Applications in the Catalytic C H Borylation of Arenes and
Alkanes
Kieren J. Evans,[a] Paul A. Morton,[a] Christian Luz,[a] Callum Miller,[a] Olivia Raine,[a]
Jason M. Lynam,[b] and Stephen M. Mansell*[a]
Abstract: Indenyl (Ind) rhodium N-heterocyclic carbene (NHC)
complexes [Rh(η5-Ind)(NHC)(L)] were synthesised for 1,3-bis
(2,6-diisopropylphenyl)-4,5-dihydroimidazol-2-ylidene (SIPr)
with L=C2H4 (1), CO (2a) and cyclooctene (COE; 3), for 1,3-bis
(2,4,6-trimethylphenyl)-4,5-dihydroimidazol-2-ylidene (SIMes)
with L=CO (2b) and COE (4), and 1,3-bis(2,4,6-trimeth-
ylphenyl)imidazol-2-ylidene (IMes) with L=CO (2c) and COE
(5). Reaction of SIPr with [Rh(Cp*)(C2H4)2] did not give the
desired SIPr complex, thus demonstrating the “indenyl effect”
in the synthesis of 1. Oxidative addition of HSi(OEt)3 to 3
proceeded under mild conditions to give the Rh silyl hydride
complex [Rh(Ind){Si(OEt)3}(H)(SIPr)] (6) with loss of COE.
Tethered-fluorenyl NHC rhodium complexes [Rh{(η5-C13H8)
C2H4N(C)C2HxNR}(L)] (x=4, R=Dipp, L=C2H4: 11; L=COE: 12;
L=CO: 13; R=Mes, L=COE: 14; L=CO: 15; x=2, R=Me, L=COE:
16; L=CO: 17) were synthesised in low yields (5–31%) in
comparison to good yields for the monodentate complexes
(49–79%). Compounds 3 and 1, which contain labile alkene
ligands, were successful catalysts for the catalytic borylation
of benzene with B2pin2 (Bpin=pinacolboronate, 97 and 93%
PhBpin respectively with 5 mol% catalyst, 24 h, 80 °C), with
SIPr giving a more active catalyst than SIMes or IMes.
Fluorenyl-tethered NHC complexes were much less active as
borylation catalysts, and the carbonyl complexes were
inactive. The borylation of toluene, biphenyl, anisole and
diphenyl ether proceeded to give meta substitutions as the
major product, with smaller amounts of para substitution and
almost no ortho product. The borylation of octane and
decane with B2pin2 at 120 and 140 °C, respectively, was
monitored by 11B NMR spectroscopy, which showed high
conversions into octyl and decylBpin over 4–7 days, thus
demonstrating catalysed sp3 C H borylation with new piano
stool rhodium indenyl complexes. Irradiation of the mono-
dentate complexes with 400 or 420 nm light confirmed the
ready dissociation of C2H4 and COE ligands, whereas CO
complexes were inert. Evidence for C H bond activation in
the alkyl groups of the NHC ligands was obtained.
Introduction
C H activation is typically defined as the weakening or cleavage
of a C H bond at a metal centre.[1] When followed by a
functionalisation step, a new carbon-element bond forms from
a relatively inert C H bond.[2] The development of C H
activation has been particularly important in enabling the
functionalisation of otherwise inert aryl and alkyl C H
bonds.[2a,b,3] Although much progress has been made with
“directed” C H activation, where an additional group or ligand
on the substrate helps enable the reaction,[2c,4] “undirected”
C H bond activation still remains a challenge.[1e,f,2e,5] This
includes achieving the high reactivity required to functionalise
strong, nonpolar C H bonds, while still controlling the
selectivity in order to give the desired product. As always,
increasing catalyst lifetimes and activities are key goals. Pt
catalysts in combination with stoichiometric oxidants were
amongst the first to demonstrate the successful functionalisa-
tion of alkanes,[1b] with much research in this area still on-
going.[6]
In 1982, ground-breaking work by Bergman, Graham and
co-workers showed that 16 electron [Ir(Cp*)(L)] (L=PMe3, CO)
fragments generated from photochemical loss of H2 or CO from
suitable precursors could oxidatively add alkane and arene C H
bonds (Scheme 1).[7] This reactivity was exciting because it had
the potential to integrate with traditional mechanisms in
organometallic chemistry that involve oxidative addition, reduc-
tive elimination and insertion steps, etc.[8] Much work has since
been performed in order to understand this reactivity,[1a]
encompassing Cp, Cp* and Tp (tris(pyrazolyI)borate) group 9
complexes that undergo these processes.[9]
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Borylation has proven to be an extremely important C H
functionalisation route.[10] The organoboron species produced
are very useful for further conversion,[11] as well as being
important products in their own right as drug molecules[12]
(e.g., Bortezomib[13] and Vaborbactam[14]). Initially, stoichiometric
studies of Fe, Ru and W boryl complexes with Cp* ligands
demonstrated photochemical reactivity with arenes and alkanes
to form organoboranes.[15] This work was subsequently ex-
tended to a [Re(Cp*)(CO)3] precatalyst,
[16] and then thermally to
Rh and Ir precatalysts, also with Cp* ligands, which catalysed
the C H borylation of alkanes and arenes (Scheme 2).[10d,17]
Further investigation showed that alkane activation was medi-
ated by [Rh(Cp*)(Bpin)2(H)2] and [Rh(Cp*)(Bpin)3(H)] intermedi-
ates (pin=1,2-O2C2Me4),
[18] which can also be considered to be
RhIII complexes with elongated σ-borane ligands.[18–19] These
catalytic C H borylation conditions can tolerate heteroatoms
including ether and amine substrates.[20] Other catalysts have
also been used, such as the Rh phosphine complex [RhCl
(PiPr3)3(N2)], which is an effective precatalyst for the borylation
of benzene and aryl-methyl groups.[21] A Rh species containing a
boratabenzene ligand (anionic, like Cp) also showed reactivity
with B2Pin2 and octane, but deactivated much more quickly
than [Rh(Cp*)(C2H4)2].
[22] Cp*Rh catalysts with carboxylate-teth-
ered NHC coligands have also been developed for directed
ortho C H borylation, with the borylation of octane with B2Pin2
also possible at 150 °C with 5 mol% catalyst.[23] Subsequently,
[Ru(Cp*)] complexes[24] and Ir/3,4,7,8-tetramethylphenanthroline
complexes were also shown to catalytically borylate alkanes.[25]
Even methane has been shown to be borylated using some of
the above-mentioned Rh and Ir complexes.[26] A tandem
dehydrogenation/hydroboration of alkanes is also possible, but
high temperatures (200 °C) and a sacrificial alkene were
required.[27] Highly active Ir systems are now favoured for arene
borylation,[10c,28] and the borylation of benzylic positions is also
effectively accomplished using Ir catalysis,[29] although Co
catalysts based on diamine or NHC ligands have been described
recently.[30] However, the efficient borylation of alkanes is still an
important challenge, with the focus of research still primarily on
the development of Rh complexes as catalysts, although highly
active Ir catalysts based on 2,2’-dipyridylarylmethane ligands
have been described recently.[31]
Indenyl (Ind) has previously been used in Ir-mediated C H
activation,[32] anticipating the potential enhanced reactivity
from the haptotropic flexibility induced by the “indenyl
effect”.[33] [Ir(Ind)(PMe3)(R)(R’)] (R and R’=alkyl, aryl, hydride)
complexes were significantly more reactive than the Cp*
analogues, undergoing thermolysis reactions with the arene/
alkane solvent at lower temperatures, coordination of L-type
ligands to form octahedral η1-indenyl complexes and insertion
of R (R=alkyl, aryl) into CO, or H into alkynes or ethylene.
Heptamethylindenylrhodium dichloride was found to be an
improved catalyst for the diastereoselective coupling of O-
substituted arylhydroxamates and cyclopropenes compared to
the Cp* analogue.[34] Westcott, Marder and co-workers have
used Rh indenyl complexes in hydroboration catalysis,[35] which
also gave products from the dehydrogenative borylation of
alkenes, and also demonstrated that [Ir(Ind)(COD)] was a
precursor to [Ir(η6-arene)(Bcat)3].
[36] The analogous pinacolate-
boryl complex [Ir(η6-arene)(Bpin)3], in combination with
phosphine ligands such as PMe3, Me2PCH2CH2PMe2 and
Ph2PCH2CH2PPh2, functioned as an arene C H borylation
catalyst in reactions of HBpin at high temperatures (100–
150 °C).[28b] Thus, a diversity of reactivity is already evident for
indenyl, including the relative importance of η1, η3 and η5
coordination modes as well as potential loss of the indenyl
ligand.
With recent evidence for the utility of NHC ligands in CH
activation growing,[23,30a,37] we became interested in the idea of
using indenyl and fluorenyl ligands in combination with
strongly σ-donating NHC ligands in order to increase the
Scheme 1. Stoichiometric CH activation with Group 9 complexes.
Scheme 2. Catalytic arene and alkane CH borylation with selected Group 9
complexes.
Chemistry—A European Journal 
Full Paper
doi.org/10.1002/chem.202102961
2Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27, 1–11 www.chemeurj.org © 2021 The Authors. Chemistry - A European Journal published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
These are not the final page numbers! ��
electron density at the metal centre whilst being able to tune
the ligand properties through selecting different NHC ligands.
Interestingly, with the propensity of indenyl to “ring slip”,
turning it into a three-electron donor, the combination of an η3-
indenyl and NHC ligand set would lead to identical electron
counts to the widely successful [M(Cp*)] fragment. Several Rh
and Ir complexes with tethered ligands have been developed,[38]
including phosphine-tethered Cp[39] and hemilabile quinolyl-Cp
complexes[40] that have been used in C H activation. We also
wanted to investigate complexes where the NHC is covalently
linked to fluorenyl through the use of NHC-tethered ligands in
order to make comparisons with monodentate analogues,
searching for possible enhancements in stability (through
chelation), reactivity (through orbital effects from the constraint
of the geometry)[41] or selectivity (cf. constrained geometry
catalysts used in the (co)polymerisation of alpha-olefins)[42] that
could be applied to C H activation. In this work, we describe
the synthesis of indenyl Rh NHC and fluorenyl-tethered NHC Rh
complexes, their use in the catalytic C H borylation of alkanes
and arenes as well as describe their photochemistry and
stoichiometric reactivity.
Results and Discussion
Synthesis of monodentate NHC complexes
[Rh(Ind)(alkene)2] complexes (alkene=ethylene
[43] and
cyclooctene[35]) were used in reactions with free NHCs to
produce the desired half-sandwich complexes (Scheme 3). The
reaction of [Rh(Ind)(alkene)2] with SIPr at 80 °C in toluene for
16 h gave [Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(alkene)] in good yields (alkene=C2H4,
63% (1); alkene=COE, 70% (3)). Reaction with CO was rapid
and gave the mono carbonyl complex 2a (79%). Due to higher
yields of [Rh(Ind)(COE)2] and comparable catalysis results
between C2H4 and COE complexes, only [Rh(Ind)(COE)] com-
plexes of IMes and SIMes were synthesised. Using IMes, 5 was
synthesised in reasonable yield (49%) whereas reactions with
SIMes produced by-products, hampering purification. Thus, we
investigated a complementary synthetic route by first reacting
SIMes and SIPr with [{Rh(μ-Cl)(COE)2}2] that reacts in both cases
with loss of cyclooctene instead of loss of the bridging Cl motif,
as seen previously for IPr and IMes with [{Rh(μ-Cl)(COE)2}2].
[44] In
contrast, the reaction of IMes with [{Rh(μ-Cl)(C2H4)2}2] gave
monomeric [Rh(Cl)(IMes)(C2H4)2].
[45] The dimeric complexes 7
and 8 were formed in good yields (74 and 63% respectively).
Scheme 3. Synthesis and reactivity of rhodium complexes with monodentate NHC ligands.
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Addition of LiInd gave the desired half-sandwich complexes for
SIPr and SIMes (60%). In order to compare the rates of ethylene
substitution with SIPr for Ind and Cp* Rh(C2H4)2 complexes, the
reaction of [Rh(Cp*)(C2H4)2]
[46] with SIPr was carried out at 110 °C
for 40 h (analogous to the reported reaction for IMes),[45] but
this did not give the desired SIPr complex. Instead, only partial
consumption of the starting materials was evident along with
the generation of a complex mixture of products. This
demonstrated that [Rh(Ind)(C2H4)2] reacts much more readily
with SIPr than the Cp* analogue, a manifestation of the “indenyl
effect” where auxiliary ligand substitution is accelerated as a
result of η3 coordination of the indenyl ligand driven by
recovery of benzene ring aromaticity.[33a] A single crystal X-ray
diffraction study identified 10 as one of products from the
reaction and provided evidence for one of the pathways
involving loss of one ethylene ligand, C H activation of the
other and loss of two H atoms to generate a Rh Rh bonded
dimer with bridging σ,π-vinyl ligands (see the Supporting
Information for structure). This structure is very similar to
products formed in the reaction of [Rh(Ind)(C2H4)2] or [Rh(1-
MeInd)(C2H4)2] with Me C�C Me, which gave a Rh dimer
containing one bridging vinyl and one bridging 1,2-dimeth-
ylvinyl ligand.[47] The C H activation of ethylene by [Ir(Cp*)(PR3)]
fragments[48] has been the subject of an extensive computa-
tional study.[49]
In order to study the differences between Ir and Rh,
reactions between [Ir(Ind)(alkene)2] (alkene=COE, C2H4)
[32a,50]
and SIPr were attempted, but led to no reaction at 80 °C with
decomposition evident at 110 °C. A single crystal X-ray
diffraction study on [Ir(Ind)(COE)2] (see the Supporting Informa-
tion) revealed C=C bond lengths for the COE ligands of 1.426(3)
and 1.435(3) Å, longer than those seen in [Rh(Ind)(COE)2]
(1.405(3) and 1.408(3) Å),[35] representing greater π-backbonding
and a stronger Ir–COE bond, which is likely to be inhibiting the
reaction.
Two additional reactions were carried out. Addition of water
to [Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(CO)] generated the hydroxide-bridged dimer 9
(see the Supporting Information for the structure) with loss of
indene, identified by 1H NMR spectroscopy, demonstrating that
Rh indenyl complexes are not water tolerant. Addition of
triethoxysilane to [Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(COE)] (40 °C, 16 h) generated
the Rh silyl hydride 6 in 67% yield, thus demonstrating facile
oxidative addition. In comparison, [Rh(Cp)(SiiPr3)(H)(PR3)]
(R=Me[51] and Ph[52]) were synthesised by photolytic ejection of
ethylene[51,52] or η2-C6F6 ligands.
[53] [Rh(C5R5)(SiR3)2(H)2] complexes
can be formed thermally,[54] whilst trans-[Rh-
(Cp*)(SiEt3)(H)(Bpin)(H)] was formed from the reaction of HBpin
with [Rh(Cp*)(SiEt3)2(H)2].
[55]
Characterisation of 1–5 by multinuclear NMR spectroscopy
showed resonances for the indenyl and NHC ligands as
expected, with the carbenic 13C resonance a doublet at 211–
216 ppm (1JRh C ca. 70 Hz) for saturated NHCs, and at lower
chemical shift for IMes. IR spectroscopy showed a clear CO
stretch for the carbonyl complexes; 1944 cm 1 for 2a,
1939 cm 1 for 2b and 1938 cm 1 for 2c. Mass spectrometry
revealed [M+H]+ ions for the carbonyl complexes 2b and 2c,
with the alkene complexes notably failing to give molecular ion
peaks. Interestingly, [M L H]+ ions were observed for 3, and
as fragments for the carbonyl complexes, pointing towards loss
of the labile ligand and potential cyclometallation of the NHC.
Single crystal X-ray diffraction studies were used to
characterise all of the indenyl Rh(I) half-sandwich complexes 1–
5. Their molecular structures show indenyl η5-bound to Rh with
terminal coordination of the NHC and either η2 binding of the
alkene ligand or η1 coordination of CO (Figure 1). All of the five-
membered indenyl rings show a fold distortion[56] of between 8°
and 11° for C2 (i. e., the dihedral angle between the plane
containing C1, C2 and C3 and the plane containing C1, C3, C4
and C9). This is similar to the values observed for the
[Rh(Ind)(alkene)2] starting materials (between 8.6 and 9.3°).
[36,57]
By looking at the individual values for the Rh CInd bond lengths,
which invariably have two longer bond lengths (those to the
two benzannulated carbons), the indenyl rings can be described
as falling between a coordination geometry with two very short,
one intermediate, and two very long Rh C interactions (e.g.,
[Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(COE)]), to geometries with three short and similar
Figure 1. Molecular structures of 2a (left), 3 (middle) and 6 (right). Thermal ellipsoids are at 50% probability, and all H atoms, except on the SIPr backbone
and the Rh H, have been removed for clarity. See the Supporting Information for additional data.
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Rh C and two long Rh C interactions (e.g., [Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(CO)],
see the Supporting Information for comparison). The Rh NHC
bond lengths are around 1.99 Å for SIPr and SIMes, and
2.0169(10) or 2.0124(9) Å for IMes. The coordinated COE C=C
bond lengths are significantly lengthened (1.41–1.42 Å) from
free COE (calcd: 1.331 Å using B3LYP/cc-pVTZ),[58] but identical
within experimental uncertainty to those in [Rh(Ind)(COE)2]. This
is similar for the ethylene complex 1 (1.399(2) Å) and [Rh-
(Ind)(C2H4)2] (average C=C: 1.377 [12] Å).
[57]
1H NMR spectroscopic data for the silyl hydride complex 6
showed a doublet at  15.07 ppm with 1JRhH=30.6 Hz and
satellite peaks from coupling to 29Si (2JSiH=14.8 Hz), similar to








{1H} NMR spectrum showed a doublet at  13.77 ppm (1JRh Si=
67.3 Hz).
X-ray diffraction experiments revealed the anticipated piano
stool geometry of 6, with the hydride located and refined
(Figure 1). The indenyl coordination in 6 displayed two short,
one intermediate and two longer Rh C interactions, with a fold
distortion of 8.8°. The Rh Si bond length (2.2691(8) Å) is shorter
than for [Rh(Cp)(SiiPr3)(H)(PMe3)] (2.3617(3) Å)
[51] and [Rh-
(Cp)(SiiPr3)(H)(PPh3)] (2.386(2) Å),
[52] however, the Rh H distances
(1.45(3) Å in 6) were indistinguishable within experimental
uncertainty. The Si1···H43 distance (2.239 Å) as well as the
unequal H Rh Ccarbene and H Rh Si angles suggest some
residual H···Si interaction,[61] as was concluded for [Rh-
(Cp)(SiiPr3)(H)(PMe3)] (H···Si=2.278(17) Å).
[51] The Rh NHC dis-
tance (2.014(3) Å) is marginally longer than in 1 (1.9886(12) Å)
or 3 (1.9881(15) and 1.9946(15) Å). Comparisons between the
indenyl complexes and the Cl bridged dimers 7 and 8 (see the
Supporting Information) show slightly shorter Rh NHC distan-
ces (1.9504(12) and 1.9572(15) Å respectively) for the dimers,
but similar C=C bond distances (1.416(2) and 1.4071(18) Å
respectively). The hydroxide bridged dimer 9 features a similar
Rh NHC bond length (1.961(2) Å) but with a closer Rh···Rh
separation (3.24 Å compared to 3.73 Å in 7) due to shorter
Rh O bond distances compared to Rh Cl.
Synthesis and characterisation of tethered complexes
Fluorenyl-tethered NHC complexes are an attractive target for
three reasons: i) fluorenyl ligands show similar, or better,
enhancements in reactivity compared to indenyl ligands,[62] ii)
tethering fluorenyl to an NHC enforces a geometric constraint
on the complex that can change the energies of the frontier
MOs,[41] and iii) stability of the catalyst could be enhanced
through the chelate effect. Fluorenyl-tethered NHC Rh com-
plexes were synthesised from the LiN(SiMe3)2 adducts recently
reported (Scheme 4).[63] The dimeric LiN(SiMe3)2-free lithium
salt[63a] [Li{μ-(μ-η1 :η1-(η5-C13H8)C2H4N(C)C2H2NMe}]2 was not a
successful ligand transfer reagent and our progress towards
indenyl-tethered ligands is currently limited by their challeng-
ing synthesis.[64] Despite many attempts, and the use of different
conditions, yields for the tethered complexes (5–31%) are much
lower than the monodentate analogues, reminiscent of the low
yields seen for the “fly-trap” method of synthesising strained
metallocenophanes.[65] N substituents included Dipp, Mes and
Me, with Me substitution selected to discourage intramolecular
C H activation (a 4-membered chelate would result). Character-
isation by 1H and 13C{1H} NMR spectroscopy revealed the
presence of distinctive fluorenyl resonances in the aromatic
region, separate resonances for the four methylene groups and
the carbenic carbons as doublets between 211 (12) and 214 pm
(13) for the saturated NHCs, and at 180 ppm for the unsaturated
NHCs (16 and 17). The 1JC-Rh coupling was between 78 and
84 Hz. IR spectroscopy showed carbonyl stretches at 1948 (13),
1965 (15) and 1959 cm 1 (17). For 13, this was very similar to
the monodentate SIPr complex (1944 cm 1 for 2a) but 15 was
very different (cf. 1939 cm 1 for 2b). Mass spectrometry analysis
of 13 and 15 revealed [M+H]+ ions together with [M CO H]+
ions, similar to the monodentate carbonyl complexes. Dano-
poulos and co-workers studied the coordination chemistry of
fluorenyl- and indenyl-tethered unsaturated NHCs with Rh and
Ir precursors.[38b] Although they could generate the tethered 4,7-
dimethylindenyl piano-stool carbonyl complex [Rh{k: η1,η5-(4,7-
Me2C9H4)C2H4N(C)C2H2NDipp}(CO)], the tethered-fluorenyl ana-
logue reacted with [{Rh(μ-Cl)(COD)}2] in an unselective manner
Scheme 4. Left: Synthesis of fluorenyl-tethered NHC rhodium complexes. Right: Molecular structure of 14. Thermal ellipsoids are at 50% probability, and all H
atoms except for those on the NHC backbone have been removed for clarity. See the Supporting Information for additional data.
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to give an NHC-tethered fulvene complex through C H
activation of the ligand.[38b]
Compounds 11, 13–15 and 17 were characterised by single
crystal X-ray diffraction studies, although the data for 15 were
of low quality and consequently were only used for establishing
connectivity. Prior to the initiation of this work there were only
two known crystal structures of rhodium complexes with η5-
fluorenyl ligands.[64a,66] All complexes show approximate η5-
binding of the fluorenyl group with the NHC chelating the Rh
atom. The final coordination site is occupied with an η2-alkene
ligand or CO. For the complexes with alkene ligands, the
fluorenyl binding shows the shortest interaction to Rh from C1
where the tether is attached (2.160(3) Å for 11 and 2.1654(15) Å
for 14). The adjacent carbon atoms, C2 and C13, feature longer
interactions with Rh (2.292(3)–2.3569(14) Å), and the Rh inter-
actions with the final two, C7 and C8, are marginally longer
(2.366(3)–2.4693(15) Å). The CO complexes show slightly longer
Rh C1 distances (2.185(3)–2.195(3) Å) and almost equivalent
distances to the other C atoms. The Rh NHC bond lengths are
between 1.967(3) Å (for 11) and 2.001(3) Å (17), and the alkene
C=C distances are identical within error to the monodentate
analogues.
Catalytic C H borylation
The above complexes were tested as catalysts for the C H
borylation of benzene using B2pin2
[67] with benzene in excess as
the solvent (Scheme 5, Table 1). This was a good bench-marking
reaction and allowed us to ascertain that the indenyl/NHC and
fluorenyl/NHC ligand sets were indeed capable of supporting a
catalytic cycle. The two SIPr complexes with alkene ligands
were the most active catalysts. The highest yield was achieved
using the COE complex 3 (97% in 24 h at 80 °C), although 1
containing ethylene was similar (93%). [Rh(Ind)(COE)2] was the
next most active catalyst (90% in 40 h), with the IMes and SIMes
complexes both showing marginally lower activity (ca. 90%
after 48 h). [RhCp*(C2H4)2], an active catalyst for alkane
borylation,[17a] was observed to be a very poor catalyst at 80 °C
for benzene borylation yielding only 37% PhBpin after 44 h.
None of the carbonyl complexes showed any signs of catalysis,
likely due to the strong Rh CO bond inhibiting dissociation.
Interestingly, tethering the NHC donor to fluorenyl did not
enhance catalysis, producing much slower catalysts, although
16 did eventually reach a yield of 87% after 168 h suggesting
slow initiation might be a factor.
With the best catalyst system identified, preparative reac-
tions were used to identify the substrate scope of the borylation
reaction (Table 2). The substrate was used in excess as the
solvent. Isolated yields of PhBpin were high using only
2.5 mol% catalyst (81%). With 1 mol% a reduced yield of 40%
was achieved.
Mass spectrometry analysis of 3 : 1 and 1 :1 C6H6/C6D6
reaction mixtures confirmed the formation of PhBpin and [D5]
PhBpin (m/z 204.1 and 209.2, respectively) without any isotopic
scrambling. Borylation of toluene was achieved in 76% yield,
with the mixture of ortho, meta, para isomers (0.07 :1.0 :0.42) for
tolylBpin similar to [IrCp* (H)(BPin)(PMe3)] (0.07 :1 : 0.55) and
[RhCp*(C6Me6)] (0.08 :1 : 0.52).
[17c] Borylation of naphthalene was
hampered by its propensity to sublimate, but produced mainly
the 2-isomer. Formation of the 2-isomer was similarly seen with
[Ir(OMe)COD]2 (5 mol%) and dtbpy (10 mol%) in cyclohexane,
however, further reaction led to a mixture of doubly-substituted
products.[28e] Borylation of mesitylene occurred at the benzylic
position.[21] Borylation of biphenyl, anisole and diphenyl ether
gave the meta and para isomers as a mixture, whereas
fluorobenzene produced a mixture predominantly of the ortho
and meta isomers. Borylation using B2pin2 of n-octane at 120 °C
and n-decane at 140 °C catalysed by 3 and 5 (5 mol%) was
monitored using 11B NMR spectroscopy. The resonance for
B2pin2 disappeared over the course of 4–7 days with concom-
itant production of HBpin and RBpin (see the Supporting
Information). For alkane borylation, there was no evidence that
HBpin was converted into RBpin. Borylation of decane was
marginally faster at the higher temperature of 140 °C than the
borylation of octane, and both reactions gave the terminal n-
alkylBPin products, confirmed by 1H NMR spectroscopy of
chromatographically isolated product, although isolated yields
were low. Mass spectrometry showed both mono- and dibory-
lated products. Under these conditions, there was little differ-
ence between catalysts 3 and 5, which, although slower at
Scheme 5. Catalyst screening for the borylation of benzene.
Table 1. Catalyst (5 mol%) screening for the borylation of benzene with
B2pin2.
Complex NHC L T [°C] t [h] Yield [%][a]
3 SIPr COE 80 24 97
1 SIPr C2H4 80 24 93
2 SIPr CO 80 48 0
[Rh(Ind)(COE)2] – COE 80 40 90
[RhCp*(C2H4)2] – C2H4 80 24 11
[RhCp*(C2H4)2] – C2H4 80 44 37
4 SIMes COE 80 24 18
4 SIMes COE 80 48 91
5 IMes COE 80 24 21
5 IMes COE 80 48 90
11 R=Dipp C2H4 80 100 32
13 R=Dipp CO 80 100 0
14 R=Mes COE 75 100 14
16 R=Me unsaturated COE 75 168 87
[a] Yield determined by 1H NMR spectroscopy through integration of the
product resonance against ferrocene as an internal standard. Benzene was
in excess and B2pin2 was the limiting reagent.
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120 °C compared to [RhCp*(C2H4)2] (n-octane, 5 mol%, 5 h,
150 °C) and [RhCp*(C6Me6)] (n-octane, 5 mol%, 25 h, 150 °C),
[17a]
clearly remained active over these long reaction times.
Application to a new substrate was achieved in the borylation
of cholestane, a saturated tetracyclic hydrocarbon formed from
cholesterol by diagenesis (Figure 2), with B2pin2 catalysed by 3.
Both mono and diborylated products were evident by mass
spectrometry analysis, although, due to the complexity of the
1H and 13C NMR spectra, the position and selectivity of
borylation could not be determined.
Photolysis and stoichiometric reactions relevant to catalysis
With the above catalysts featuring several different ligands, and
the possibility of multiple coordination modes for indenyl and
fluorenyl ligands, the number of mechanistic possibilities for
these systems is very large. Initially, we have focussed on the
loss of a ligand from the precatalysts (Scheme 6). For [RhCp
(C2H4)(CO)], UV light promotes preferential dissociation of
ethene,[9e] and photochemistry was used to promote silane
oxidative addition to [RhCp(C2H4)2],
[59] so alkene ligands are
clearly suitable for photolytic ejection. UV-vis spectra (see the
Supporting Information) show a distinct absorption for the
[Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(L)] complexes (λmax: 404 nm for L=C2H4, 392 nm,
for CO, 409 nm for COE) at longer wavelength compared to
[Rh(Ind)(COE)2] (355 nm, shoulder). Changing SIPr for SIMes and
IMes did not affect the wavelength of the absorption. Fluorenyl-
tethered complexes show the main absorption at shorter
wavelength (ca. 350 nm), but with a shoulder at longer wave-
lengths. 400 and 420 nm LEDs were therefore used in photo-
chemical studies of the monodentate complexes. CO complex
2a showed no change upon irradiation at these wavelengths,
suggesting that CO is too strongly bound, and [Rh(Ind)(COE)2]
also showed no change, as anticipated from its lack of
Table 2. Arene and alkane borylation using [Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(COE)].
Arene T [°C], t [h], mol% of catalyst Product Yield [%][a] Isomer distribution[b] (o:m:p)
benzene 80, 48, 2.5 81 –
naphthalene 80, 48, 2.5 38[c] 0.07 (1-Bpin) : 1 (2-Bpin)
toluene 110, 48, 2.5 76[d] 0.07 :1.00 :0.42
mesitylene 150, 72, 2.5 34 –
biphenyl 110, 72, 2.5 41 0.00 :1.00 :0.63
anisole 110, 72, 2.5 53 0.06 :1.00 :0.35
diphenyl ether 110, 72, 2.5 74 0.00 :1.00 :0.26
fluorobenzene 80, 48, 2.5 33[e] 0.91 :1 : 0.18
n-octane 130, 48, 5 7 terminal only
n-decane 150, 48, 10 18 terminal only
[a] All yields are isolated yields after column chromatography. The arene or alkane was in excess and was used as the solvent. [b] Determined by 1H NMR
spectroscopy. [c] 79% yield by 1H NMR spectroscopy. [d] 95% yield by 1H NMR spectroscopy. [e] 95% yield was observed by NMR spectroscopy, but this
compound was not completely stable to the column chromatography conditions.
Figure 2. 5-α-Cholestane.
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absorption at 400–420 nm. Solutions of 1 and 3 in C6D6 showed
changes upon irradiation, darkening in colour, and 1H NMR
spectroscopy revealed the formation of free alkene. Also
observed were resonances in the up-field region of  15 to
 17 ppm, which are indicative of the formation of Rh hydrides
from C H activation of one of the ligands. 1 showed one
doublet resonance at  16.72 ppm (J=36.0 Hz) whereas 3
showed this doublet together with an additional doublet at
 15.35 ppm (J=36.0 Hz) with lower integration. Continued
irradiation did not lead to high conversions, hampering
complete characterisation of the products. Liquid injected field
desorption ionisation (LIFDI) mass spectrometry was then
attempted and revealed the presence of peaks at m/z
608.26496 and 606.24958, which can be tentatively assigned to
a cyclometallated rhodium hydride species ([M COE]+, calcd:
608.26323) and its subsequent dehydrogenated product
([M COE H2]
+, calcd: 606.24758). 1H NMR spectroscopic reso-
nances for ethane and cyclooctane were observed for reactions
of 1 and 3 respectively, demonstrating that the fate of the
hydrogen is to reduce the alkenes present in the reaction
mixture. The exact site of cyclometallation is not known; the
Dipp substituent has isopropyl groups with both methine and
methyl sites and subsequent dehydrogenation would form a
propenyl donor capable of fulfilling the Rh coordination sphere
and electron count.
Stoichiometric studies of these Rh complexes with B2pin2,
HBpin and HBcat has proven more difficult to interpret, with
several hydride resonances observed. The reaction between 3
and HBcat at room temperature was the cleanest with a single
hydridic resonance observed in the 1H NMR spectrum
( 14.84 ppm, 40.1 Hz). This resonance is broad in nature, but
sharpened when a 11B-decoupled 1H NMR spectrum was
recorded, which suggests the product contains a Rh boryl
hydride. In the 11B NMR spectrum, a broad resonance was
observed at 43.9 ppm, which is consistent with a metal boryl
species; resonances at 40.4 and 39.9 ppm were observed for
[Rh(Cp*)(H)2(Bpin)2] and [Rh(Cp*)(H)(Bpin)3] respectively.
[18a] Due
to spectral similarities with 6, including the presence of indenyl
peaks of the correct integrals, we tentatively assign the
structure to [Rh(Ind)(H)(Bcat)(SIPr)] (18). Complex 18 was
observed to be catalytically competent in the borylation of
benzene with B2pin2 at 80 °C. Attempts to crystallise 18 led to
degradation products, including the dinuclear complex [Rh-
(SIPr)(μ-Bcat)2(μ-B,O-Bcat)Rh(H)(SiPr)] that featured a Rh Rh
bond (see the Supporting Information for details), providing
evidence for a strong Rh NHC bond and retention of this ligand
in reactions with boranes.
Conclusion
[Rh(Ind)(NHC)(L)] complexes have been synthesised for a variety
of NHC (SIPr, SIMes, IMes) and L (CO, C2H4 and COE) ligands.
Complexes with CO ligands were robust under APCI mass
spectrometry conditions, did not react under photolysis to eject
a CO ligand and did not act as catalysts for hydrocarbon
borylation, thus giving evidence of a strong Rh CO bond.
Ethylene and cyclooctene complexes were more reactive,
undergoing photochemically induced dissociation of the alkene
ligand leading to onward reactivity through cyclometallation of
the ligand. All of the [Rh(Ind)(NHC)(alkene)] complexes acted as
catalysts for the borylation of arenes and alkenes, with [Rh-
(Ind)(SIPr)(COE)] (3) identified as the best precatalyst. Borylation
of substituted arenes showed preference for meta products,
driven by steric effects, except in the case of fluorobenzene.
Borylation of octane and decane was achieved at 120 and
140 °C, respectively, with only B2pin2 and not HBpin acting as a
boron source. Fluorenyl-tethered NHC rhodium complexes
proved to be harder to synthesise and poorer catalysts for arene
borylation, thus demonstrating that indenyl rhodium NHC
complexes are successful borylation catalysts, whereas tethering
the NHC to a fluorenyl donor inhibits catalysis. These initial
catalytic studies have identified that NHC rhodium complexes
in combination with haptotropically flexible ligand sets are
competent C H borylation catalysts, and can be readily
optimised in comparison to the previously identified RhCp*
fragment.
Experimental Section
Full experimental details and the general experimental description
are available in the Supporting Information. General procedures are
given below:
General synthetic route to [Rh(Ind)(NHC)(alkene)]: [Rh(Ind)(COE)2]
(303 mg, 0.694 mol), SIPr (271 mg, 0.694 mol) and toluene (5 cm3)
were combined in a flask equipped with a J. Young cap in a
glovebox. The flask was then taken out of the glovebox and stirred
at 80 °C for 16 h. The solvent was removed under vacuum giving a
red-orange wax. Pentane (5 cm3) was added, and the mixture
stirred for 10 min before all volatiles were removed in vacuo. The
residue was washed with pentane (3×10 cm3) and the solid dried
under vacuum to afford the product [Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(COE)] (3) as a
yellow-orange solid (349 mg, 0.486 mmol, 70%). Crystals suitable
Scheme 6. Spectroscopically investigated reactions of 3.
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for X-ray diffraction were obtained from a concentrated benzene
solution.
General synthetic routes to tethered complexes: [Li2{μ-N(SiMe3)2}
{μ-(η6-C13H8)C2H4N(k-C)N(C2H4)(Dipp)}] was formed in situ from spiro
[(C13H8)C2H4N(CH)N(C2H4)(Dipp)] (211.3 mg, 0.5 mmol), Li[N(SiMe3)]
(92.0 mg, 0.55 mmol) and LiPh (46.2 mg, 0.55 mmol) in toluene
(5 cm3) by heating for 2 d at 80 °C.[63b] [Rh(CO)2Cl]2 (97.2 mg,
0.25 mmol) in toluene (10 cm3) was then added at  78 °C and the
reaction was allowed to warm up to room temperature and was
stirred for 72 h. The reaction mixture was filtered and the solvent
removed in vacuo. The product was extracted with toluene then
crystallised from toluene/pet ether to yield [Rh(Flu-Dipp)(CO)] (13)
as red-orange crystals (48.2 mg, 0.087 mmol, 17%).
General procedure for borylation reactions
i) NMR-scale reactions of the borylation of benzene: In a glove-
box, the Rh complex (4.0 μmol, 5 mol%), ferrocene (internal
standard, 1.4 mg, 7.66 μmol) and B2pin2 (19.5 mg, 76.7 μmol) were
combined in C6H6/C6D6 (0.7 mL) and added to an NMR tube
equipped with a J. Young valve. The sample was then heated at 75
or 80 °C and monitored using 1H NMR spectroscopy.
ii) Preparative-scale reactions: [Rh(Ind)(SIPr)(COE)] (13 mg,
18 μmol, 2.5 mol%), B2pin2 (199 mg, 0.784 mmol) and the substrate
were combined in a flask equipped with a J. Young tap in a
glovebox. The flask was then removed from the glovebox and
heated using a silicone oil bath. For benzene, 5 cm3 was used and
the reaction heated at 80 °C for 48 h. The reaction was then cooled
to room temperature and excess solvent was removed under
reduced pressure. The resulting crude product was then extracted
using CH2Cl2 and purified using flash column chromatography on
silica (16×3 cm); CH2Cl2 was used as the eluting solvent for PhBpin.
Deposition Numbers 2091749 (for 1), 2091750 (for 2a), 2091751 (for
3), 2091752 (for 4), 2091753 (for 5), 2091754 (for 6), 2091755 (for 7),
2091756 (for 8), 2091757 (for 9), 2091758 (for 10), 2091759 (for 11),
2091760 (for 13), 2091761 (for 14), 2091762 (for 15), 2091763 (for
17), 2091764 (for [Rh(SIPr)(μ-Bcat)2(μ-B,O-Bcat)Rh(H)(SiPr)]) and
2091765 (for [Ir(Ind)(COE)2]) contain the supplementary crystallo-
graphic data for this paper. These data are provided free of charge
by the joint Cambridge Crystallographic Data Centre and Fachinfor-
mationszentrum Karlsruhe Access Structures service.
Acknowledgements
The authors thank the UK National Mass Spectrometry Facility
at Swansea University for sample analysis by mass spectrome-
try. Drs. Georgina Rosair and Mairi Haddow (HWU) are thanked
for assistance with X-ray crystallography, and Dr. Gary Nichol
(University of Edinburgh) is gratefully acknowledged for collect-
ing X-ray diffraction data for 1. The EPSRC is thanked for
funding (DTP studentships to K.J.E. and P.A.M.), and the RSC for
a Travel Grant to K.J.E.
Conflict of Interest
The authors declare no conflict of interest.
Keywords: C H activation · C H borylation · Rh N-heterocyclic
carbene catalysts · rhodium indenyl · tethered NHC
[1] a) B. A. Arndtsen, R. G. Bergman, T. A. Mobley, T. H. Peterson, Acc. Chem.
Res. 1995, 28, 154–162; b) A. E. Shilov, G. B. Shul’pin, Chem. Rev. 1997,
97, 2879–2932; c) J. A. Labinger, J. E. Bercaw, Nature 2002, 417, 507–514;
d) R. G. Bergman, Nature 2007, 446, 391–393; e) X. Tang, X. Jia, Z. Huang,
Chem. Sci. 2018, 9, 288–299; f) P. Wedi, M. van Gemmeren, Angew.
Chem. Int. Ed. 2018, 57, 13016–13027; Angew. Chem. 2018, 130, 13198–
13209.
[2] a) R. H. Crabtree, J. Chem. Soc. Dalton Trans. 2001, 2437–2450; b) C. Jia,
T. Kitamura, Y. Fujiwara, Acc. Chem. Res. 2001, 34, 633–639; c) T. W.
Lyons, M. S. Sanford, Chem. Rev. 2010, 110, 1147–1169; d) J. Wencel-
Delord, T. Dröge, F. Liu, F. Glorius, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2011, 40, 4740–4761;
e) N. Kuhl, M. N. Hopkinson, J. Wencel-Delord, F. Glorius, Angew. Chem.
Int. Ed. 2012, 51, 10236–10254; Angew. Chem. 2012, 124, 10382–10401;
f) J. F. Hartwig, M. A. Larsen, ACS Cent. Sci. 2016, 2, 281–292; g) F.
Roudesly, J. Oble, G. Poli, J. Mol. Catal. A 2017, 426, 275–296; h) J. F.
Hartwig, Nature 2008, 455, 314–322.
[3] a) W. D. Jones, Science 2000, 287, 1942–1943; b) J. F. Hartwig, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2016, 138, 2–24.
[4] a) D. A. Colby, R. G. Bergman, J. A. Ellman, Chem. Rev. 2010, 110, 624–
655; b) D. A. Colby, A. S. Tsai, R. G. Bergman, J. A. Ellman, Acc. Chem. Res.
2012, 45, 814–825; c) L. Ackermann, Chem. Rev. 2011, 111, 1315–1345;
d) G. Wang, L. Liu, H. Wang, Y.-S. Ding, J. Zhou, S. Mao, P. Li, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2017, 139, 91–94; e) B. Ghaffari, S. M. Preshlock, D. L. Plattner,
R. J. Staples, P. E. Maligres, S. W. Krska, R. E. Maleczka, M. R. Smith, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2014, 136, 14345–14348; f) M. E. Hoque, M. M. M. Hassan, B.
Chattopadhyay, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2021, 143, 5022–5037; g) T. A. Boebel,
J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008, 130, 7534–7535.
[5] A. Sivaramakrishna, P. Suman, E. Veerashekhar Goud, S. Janardan, C.
Sravani, T. Sandeep, K. Vijayakrishna, H. S. Clayton, J. Coord. Chem. 2013,
66, 2091–2109.
[6] R. A. Periana, D. J. Taube, S. Gamble, H. Taube, T. Satoh, H. Fujii, Science
1998, 280, 560.
[7] a) A. H. Janowicz, R. G. Bergman, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1982, 104, 352–354;
b) J. K. Hoyano, W. A. G. Graham, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1982, 104, 3723–
3725; c) R. G. Bergman, Science 1984, 223, 902.
[8] P. W. N. M. van Leeuwen, Homogeneous Catalysis: Understanding the Art,
Springer, 2004.
[9] a) W. D. Jones, F. J. Feher, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1984, 106, 1650–1663;
b) C. K. Ghosh, W. A. G. Graham, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1987, 109, 4726–
4727; c) S. T. Belt, S. B. Duckett, M. Helliwell, R. N. Perutz, J. Chem. Soc.
Chem. Commun. 1989, 928–930; d) A. D. Selmeczy, W. D. Jones, M. G.
Partridge, R. N. Perutz, Organometallics 1994, 13, 522–532; e) D. M.
Haddleton, A. McCamley, R. N. Perutz, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1988, 110,
1810–1817; f) T. Piou, T. Rovis, Acc. Chem. Res. 2018, 51, 170–180.
[10] a) J. F. Hartwig, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2011, 40, 1992–2002; b) J. F. Hartwig,
Acc. Chem. Res. 2012, 45, 864–873; c) L. Xu, G. Wang, S. Zhang, H. Wang,
L. Wang, L. Liu, J. Jiao, P. Li, Tetrahedron 2017, 73, 7123–7157; d) I. A. I.
Mkhalid, J. H. Barnard, T. B. Marder, J. M. Murphy, J. F. Hartwig, Chem.
Rev. 2010, 110, 890–931.
[11] a) N. Miyaura, A. Suzuki, Chem. Rev. 1995, 95, 2457–2483; b) M. J. West,
J. W. B. Fyfe, J. C. Vantourout, A. J. B. Watson, Chem. Rev. 2019, 119,
12491–12523; c) H. Yao, Y. Liu, S. Tyagarajan, E. Streckfuss, M. Reibarkh,
K. Chen, I. Zamora, F. Fontaine, L. Goracci, R. Helmy, K. P. Bateman, S. W.
Krska, Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2017, 2017, 7122–7126.
[12] R. Smoum, A. Rubinstein, V. M. Dembitsky, M. Srebnik, Chem. Rev. 2012,
112, 4156–4220.
[13] a) J. Adams, M. Kauffman, Cancer Invest. 2004, 22, 304–311; b) R. L.
Reyes, M. Sato, T. Iwai, M. Sawamura, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2020, 142, 589–
597.
[14] S. J. Hecker, K. R. Reddy, M. Totrov, G. C. Hirst, O. Lomovskaya, D. C.
Griffith, P. King, R. Tsivkovski, D. Sun, M. Sabet, Z. Tarazi, M. C. Clifton, K.
Atkins, A. Raymond, K. T. Potts, J. Abendroth, S. H. Boyer, J. S. Loutit,
E. E. Morgan, S. Durso, M. N. Dudley, J. Med. Chem. 2015, 58, 3682–3692.
[15] a) K. M. Waltz, X. He, C. Muhoro, J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995,
117, 11357–11358; b) K. M. Waltz, J. F. Hartwig, Science 1997, 277, 211.
[16] H. Chen, J. F. Hartwig, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 1999, 38, 3391–3393;
Angew. Chem. 1999, 111, 3597–3599.
[17] a) H. Chen, S. Schlecht, T. C. Semple, J. F. Hartwig, Science 2000, 287,
1995–1997; b) C. N. Iverson, M. R. Smith, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1999, 121,
7696–7697; c) J.-Y. Cho, C. N. Iverson, M. R. Smith, J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2000, 122, 12868–12869; d) C. Bae, J. F. Hartwig, N. K. Boaen Harris, R. O.
Chemistry—A European Journal 
Full Paper
doi.org/10.1002/chem.202102961
9Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27, 1–11 www.chemeurj.org © 2021 The Authors. Chemistry - A European Journal published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
These are not the final page numbers! ��
Long, K. S. Anderson, M. A. Hillmyer, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005, 127, 767–
776; e) K. Kawamura, J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2001, 123, 8422–
8423.
[18] a) J. F. Hartwig, K. S. Cook, M. Hapke, C. D. Incarvito, Y. Fan, C. E.
Webster, M. B. Hall, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005, 127, 2538–2552; b) C. S. Wei,
C. A. Jiménez-Hoyos, M. F. Videa, J. F. Hartwig, M. B. Hall, J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 2010, 132, 3078–3091.
[19] a) R. N. Perutz, S. Sabo-Etienne, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2007, 46, 2578–
2592; Angew. Chem. 2007, 119, 2630–2645; b) S. Vásquez-Céspedes, X.
Wang, F. Glorius, ACS Catal. 2018, 8, 242–257.
[20] J. D. Lawrence, M. Takahashi, C. Bae, J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2004, 126, 15334–15335.
[21] S. Shimada, A. S. Batsanov, J. A. K. Howard, T. B. Marder, Angew. Chem.
Int. Ed. 2001, 40, 2168–2171; Angew. Chem. 2001, 113, 2226–2229.
[22] D. H. Woodmansee, X. Bu, G. C. Bazan, Chem. Commun. 2001, 619–620.
[23] a) J. Thongpaen, T. E. Schmid, L. Toupet, V. Dorcet, M. Mauduit, O. Baslé,
Chem. Commun. 2018, 54, 8202–8205; b) J. Thongpaen, R. Manguin, V.
Dorcet, T. Vives, C. Duhayon, M. Mauduit, O. Baslé, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.
2019, 58, 15244–15248; Angew. Chem. 2019, 131, 15388–15392.
[24] J. M. Murphy, J. D. Lawrence, K. Kawamura, C. Incarvito, J. F. Hartwig, J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 2006, 128, 13684–13685.
[25] a) C. W. Liskey, J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2012, 134, 12422–12425;
b) Q. Li, C. W. Liskey, J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2014, 136, 8755–
8765; c) T. Ohmura, T. Torigoe, M. Suginome, Organometallics 2013, 32,
6170–6173.
[26] a) S. Ahn, D. Sorsche, S. Berritt, M. R. Gau, D. J. Mindiola, M.-H. Baik, ACS
Catal. 2018, 8, 10021–10031; b) K. T. Smith, S. Berritt, M. González-
Moreiras, S. Ahn, M. R. Smith, M.-H. Baik, D. J. Mindiola, Science 2016,
351, 1424–1427; c) A. K. Cook, S. D. Schimler, A. J. Matzger, M. S. Sanford,
Science 2016, 351, 1421–1424.
[27] X. Jia, Z. Huang, Nat. Chem. 2016, 8, 157–161.
[28] a) T. Ishiyama, J. Takagi, K. Ishida, N. Miyaura, N. R. Anastasi, J. F.
Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2002, 124, 390–391; b) J.-Y. Cho, M. K. Tse, D.
Holmes, R. E. Maleczka, M. R. Smith, Science 2002, 295, 305–308; c) R. J.
Oeschger, M. A. Larsen, A. Bismuto, J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2019,
141, 16479–16485; d) Y. Li, X.-F. Wu, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2020, 59,
1770–1774; Angew. Chem. 2020, 132, 1786–1790; e) D. N. Coventry, A. S.
Batsanov, A. E. Goeta, J. A. K. Howard, T. B. Marder, R. N. Perutz, Chem.
Commun. 2005, 2172–2174; f) T. M. Boller, J. M. Murphy, M. Hapke, T.
Ishiyama, N. Miyaura, J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005, 127, 14263–
14278.
[29] M. A. Larsen, C. V. Wilson, J. F. Hartwig, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137,
8633–8643.
[30] a) C. R. K. Jayasundara, D. Sabasovs, R. J. Staples, J. Oppenheimer, M. R.
Smith, R. E. Maleczka, Organometallics 2018, 37, 1567–1574; b) W. N.
Palmer, J. V. Obligacion, I. Pappas, P. J. Chirik, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2016,
138, 766–769.
[31] a) M. R. Jones, C. D. Fast, N. D. Schley, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2020, 142,
6488–6492; b) M. Zhang, H. Wu, J. Yang, G. Huang, ACS Catal. 2021, 11,
4833–4847.
[32] a) T. Foo, R. G. Bergman, Organometallics 1992, 11, 1801–1810; b) T.
Foo, R. G. Bergman, Organometallics 1992, 11, 1811–1819.
[33] a) V. B. Kharitonov, D. V. Muratov, D. A. Loginov, Coord. Chem. Rev. 2019,
399, 213027; b) B. M. Trost, M. C. Ryan, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2017, 56,
2862–2879; Angew. Chem. 2017, 129, 2906–2924.
[34] N. Semakul, K. E. Jackson, R. S. Paton, T. Rovis, Chem. Sci. 2017, 8, 1015–
1020.
[35] C. N. Garon, D. I. McIsaac, C. M. Vogels, A. Decken, I. D. Williams, C.
Kleeberg, T. B. Marder, S. A. Westcott, Dalton Trans. 2009, 1624–1631.
[36] P. Nguyen, H. P. Blom, S. A. Westcott, N. J. Taylor, T. B. Marder, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1993, 115, 9329–9330.
[37] Q. Zhao, G. Meng, S. P. Nolan, M. Szostak, Chem. Rev. 2020, 120, 1981–
2048.
[38] a) A. I. Philippopoulos, N. Hadjiliadis, C. E. Hart, B. Donnadieu, P. C.
Mc Gowan, R. Poilblanc, Inorg. Chem. 1997, 36, 1842–1849; b) S. P.
Downing, P. J. Pogorzelec, A. A. Danopoulos, D. J. Cole-Hamilton, Eur. J.
Inorg. Chem. 2009, 2009, 1816–1824; c) B. Royo, E. Peris, Eur. J. Inorg.
Chem. 2012, 2012, 1309–1318; d) H. P. Thomas, A. C. Marr, P. J. Morgan,
G. C. Saunders, Organometallics 2018, 37, 1339–1341; e) L. Benhamou, S.
Bastin, N. Lugan, G. Lavigne, V. César, Dalton Trans. 2014, 43, 4474–
4482.
[39] T. A. Mobley, R. G. Bergman, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1998, 120, 3253–3254.
[40] G. Kohl, R. Rudolph, H. Pritzkow, M. Enders, Organometallics 2005, 24,
4774–4781.
[41] S. M. Mansell, Dalton Trans. 2017, 46, 15157–15174.
[42] H. Braunschweig, F. M. Breitling, Coord. Chem. Rev. 2006, 250, 2691–
2720.
[43] P. Caddy, PhD Thesis, University of Bristol (UK), 1977.
[44] X.-Y. Yu, B. O. Patrick, B. R. James, Organometallics 2006, 25, 4870–4877.
[45] E. Fooladi, B. Dalhus, M. Tilset, Dalton Trans. 2004, 3909–3917.
[46] K. Moseley, J. W. Kang, P. M. Maitlis, J. Chem. Soc. A 1970, 2875–2883.
[47] P. Caddy, M. Green, L. E. Smart, N. White, J. Chem. Soc. Chem. Commun.
1978, 839–841.
[48] P. O. Stoutland, R. G. Bergman, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1985, 107, 4581–4582.
[49] K. M. Smith, R. Poli, J. N. Harvey, Chem. Eur. J. 2001, 7, 1679–1690.
[50] J. S. Merola, R. T. Kacmarcik, D. Van Engen, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1986, 108,
329–331.
[51] M. V. Câmpian, J. L. Harris, N. Jasim, R. N. Perutz, T. B. Marder, A. C.
Whitwood, Organometallics 2006, 25, 5093–5104.
[52] S. N. Heaton, M. G. Partridge, R. N. Perutz, S. J. Parsons, F. Zimmermann,
J. Chem. Soc. Dalton Trans. 1998, 2515–2520.
[53] S. T. Belt, M. Helliwell, W. D. Jones, M. G. Partridge, R. N. Perutz, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1993, 115, 1429–1440.
[54] a) A. C. Esqueda, S. Conejero, C. Maya, E. Carmona, Organometallics
2010, 29, 5481–5489; b) M. J. Fernandez, P. M. Bailey, P. O. Bentz, J. S.
Ricci, T. F. Koetzle, P. M. Maitlis, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1984, 106, 5458–5463.
[55] K. S. Cook, C. D. Incarvito, C. E. Webster, Y. Fan, M. B. Hall, J. F. Hartwig,
Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2004, 43, 5474–5477; Angew. Chem. 2004, 116,
5590–5593.
[56] T. B. Marder, J. C. Calabrese, D. C. Roe, T. H. Tulip, Organometallics 1987,
6, 2012–2014.
[57] M. Mlekuz, P. Bougeard, B. G. Sayer, M. J. McGlinchey, C. A. Rodger, M. R.
Churchill, J. W. Ziller, S. K. Kang, T. A. Albright, Organometallics 1986, 5,
1656–1663.
[58] S. E. Barrows, T. H. Eberlein, J. Chem. Educ. 2005, 82, 1334.
[59] S. B. Duckett, D. M. Haddleton, S. A. Jackson, R. N. Perutz, M. Poliakoff,
R. K. Upmacis, Organometallics 1988, 7, 1526–1532.
[60] S. B. Duckett, R. N. Perutz, Organometallics 1992, 11, 90–98.
[61] a) J. Y. Corey, Chem. Rev. 2016, 116, 11291–11435; b) J. S. Price, D. J. H.
Emslie, B. Berno, Organometallics 2019, 38, 2347–2362.
[62] a) L. N. Ji, M. E. Rerek, F. Basolo, Organometallics 1984, 3, 740–745;
b) L. F. Veiros, Organometallics 2000, 19, 3127–3136.
[63] a) K. J. Evans, C. L. Campbell, M. F. Haddow, C. Luz, P. A. Morton, S. M.
Mansell, Eur. J. Inorg. Chem. 2019, 2019, 4894–4901; b) K. J. Evans, S. M.
Mansell, Chem. Eur. J. 2019, 25, 3766–3769.
[64] a) M. Roselló-Merino, S. M. Mansell, Dalton Trans. 2016, 45, 6282–6293;
b) T. Bischof, K. J. Evans, M. F. Haddow, S. M. Mansell, Acta Crystallogr.
Sect. E 2020, 76, 254–256.
[65] a) K. L. Rinehart, A. K. Frerichs, P. A. Kittle, L. F. Westman, D. H.
Gustafson, R. L. Pruett, J. E. McMahon, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1960, 82, 4111–
4112; b) D. E. Herbert, U. F. J. Mayer, I. Manners, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.
2007, 46, 5060–5081; Angew. Chem. 2007, 119, 5152–5173.
[66] S. I. Kalläne, T. Braun, B. Braun, S. Mebs, Dalton Trans. 2014, 43, 6786–
6801.
[67] E. C. Neeve, S. J. Geier, I. A. I. Mkhalid, S. A. Westcott, T. B. Marder, Chem.
Rev. 2016, 116, 9091–9161.
Manuscript received: August 13, 2021
Accepted manuscript online: October 15, 2021
Version of record online: ■■■, ■■■■
Chemistry—A European Journal 
Full Paper
doi.org/10.1002/chem.202102961
10Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27, 1–11 www.chemeurj.org © 2021 The Authors. Chemistry - A European Journal published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
These are not the final page numbers! ��
FULL PAPER
Indenyl rhodium NHC complexes
with labile alkene ligands (ethene and
cyclooctene) have been synthesized
and shown to be better catalysts than
the related fluorenyl-tethered NHC
rhodium complexes for the C H acti-
vation and borylation of arenes and
alkanes.
Dr. K. J. Evans, P. A. Morton, C. Luz, C.
Miller, O. Raine, Dr. J. M. Lynam,
Dr. S. M. Mansell*
1 – 11
Rhodium Indenyl NHC and
Fluorenyl-Tethered NHC Half-
Sandwich Complexes: Synthesis,
Structures and Applications in the
Catalytic C H Borylation of Arenes
and Alkanes
